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2)‘ ;. _ ‘
- .'scuss1ons of human r1ghté usually begln w1th
"the'dlfferentlatlon between'"pos1t1ve“ rlghts .and “moral"’
“rights.-- The tormer ‘are -those spec1f1ed by - ex1st1ng law
pi"they are "thé&" tlg ts, prbtected by law in a g1ven~SOC1ety.
;.7 The. 1atter, on a/other hand, transcend what .is}
;7 based-instead, on'd sense of hat.ougHt “to be, ~As ‘an T SR
@;lap'roach to humanrrlghts, xhe .second..clairis 'such” moral r1ghts ; ;f
U are unlversal they are rlghts whlc dbelong to .a . person. simply:.
“because one . is Muman.*- Some- ‘would: dény the.existence.0f such ?;'
" unlversal rlghts of indiwidunals:< A p051t1v1st,_for example,_'_i :
' would argue”that”the ‘onk ”rlghts are those actually protécted -
- by pOSlthe law.‘*ouCh ajp051tlon, however, ‘is contrazl:'xg-\to;_~1

[

u.contemporary sen51t1v1t1es and- needs.. .We need universal .
ﬁrlnc1p1es; yﬁWhlch we can establlsh 1nternatlonal cdodes- of: _ SR
ehavaor,ﬂinoludlng the treatment of.people by. their own govern--

T “The pos1t1v1§t position was largely sileheced. by Nazi o
v“Germany and- ‘Stalinist*Sovigt: ‘Union; there have been sufflcfent \
-’barbarltles since to keep Fhe ;esson allve.,g‘f:: °z¢;,f S ',~
S Becausa}the Unlted Nétlons says ‘we all have hum .
~and quite'a fewJ ev1dental1y ---does not, however, loglcally 5
S .. - prove the' case";Nor .can-. ‘our.: need as a world- communlty create- .
7 the object ofour desite: ‘In fact, .a cony1nc1ng Justlflcatlon
e of unlversal humanhrlghts is problematlc, more: so. than is
‘usually admitted:: -An example is* the’ often-cited work of ~v5y o
Maurlce.Cranston.i*There are human rlghts, he. says»~they are 5
o . "the rights: of all. people at. a11 times-and in; all s1tuat10ns.",2 e
© . We need tb know what are these r1ghts and where -dd they come . :
from, -that is, what makes -them ."universal" apy r1ghts"4 VSR R
'The source' of such rlghts for Cranston, evrdeatally, is ; jA;j -
. natural desire” >ﬂWr1t1ng of. the’ "rlght t dife", he. notes
N that “mdn has" & Hatural’ des1re ‘to surv1ve, -natural . 1mpu1se
s 'to defend himself from death,and 1njury".',Aga1n, about the
}'H a ;"freedom of movement", ghe explalns ‘that the ?des1re to move_
.&p~=~~ﬁitﬁfls a natural, unlversal and reasonable one" 3 '

o . . 4

h

{ .llghts -'".4- B

Several problems ar1se, and they are typ1ca1 of such S
ents.,4 What 'is meant. by a Qnatural/des1re"? ‘How does..:. T
© a;pAtural desire: ‘become a natural rlght? How- many natural . .- /
.,fﬁdes1res/rlghts are'- there’ ‘Are some. of esq@des1res/r1ghts *_;.g -
.-'more basic than others’, How ‘can can. dtell?’ Cranston. does - |

.. not answer these questlons.a But to have'a defens;ble arrd j L
“.%gf;i;; ;useful concept of human rlghts they must be addressed., In




falrness to hlm;and other stholars in this area, 1t is: true- RO
that once we. leave the realm of moral systems where,for _4"P
“.example, all people. "are endowed' by’ their- Creatox with- certarn
Unallenable Rights®; it is most difficult- to find" -a source -
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~ for human rights which permits satlsfactory answers to;such® .- ?H;*-
B questlons., But, 1t*must be done.;,. o ,'L-;’g- /‘ e

o : Thls dlfflculty is- comp gnded by "the dlstortlons re- - ?g»;;

.8 1t1ng from cultural and 1639 lecal paroch1a11sm. It s ]
frequently. argued that Weste conceptuallzatlons rebresent

‘“a parochial view of human rig ts."5 These traditional - f:rg‘

L deflnltlons ‘of human- rlghts grewyout of the h;storlcal evolu-“'
‘tion of a few Western natlons.; The cultural ‘traditions'. and
hlstorlcal experience- of these nations are not. representatlve
for all the world's; people.: A system of “human rlghts based

o “this- narrow experlence, it is ma1nta1ned, 1s therefore),

'*ﬁﬁfé ' thnocentrlc anu arr<59‘ant.6 n"y‘ LT e

A

nore dlfflcult b11nder to remove 'is tne 1deolog1ca1

. ; _one._ Marx1st writers correctly note that Western- conceptlons o
K/%--Nlof human . rlghts ‘are usually unexamlned projections: of values_\, .
h pasic to. capltallst society. ' ‘This tradition rejects the - '

”olstlnctapn ‘bétween, Human rlghts .and posltive rights;. alt-

'1:~‘r1gh S
:‘rlgnp
e e Jare '@

-7 the und
~=" - econom

oy

/o o do not -

RN

aré instead “citizen's rlghts"-* ‘Ferthérmore, “all o

Y is deriveda from. the state®. But the arbitrariness of -
joo.. . the: pos1t1v1st position is also’ rejected. ‘Citizen's rlghts' S
‘ternlned by objectlve circunstances” .1 Asserting e

ty.of.dll rights, Marxists have elevated .social and’fj
c xlghts to a co-equal status with the. tradltlonal

civil.'a d'oolltlcal rights. = Because of the "inextricable o
: wconnectlon" .between them,: there are no grounds for establlsh-, .
'1ng prlor;tles\between these sets of’ rrghts.a_

,,"“ L ',"'.v:v-»

A . b&en acceptlng ‘most of the Marx1st pos1tlon, we. st111 ~'T-;;’

have to: abandon the search for an objeqﬁlve concept iif 2

_ ~ . ,of Human- rights. .Even if we were to grant that prevalllng
e '“soc1a1 pretemslons toé human rlghts...are ultlmately de-
' termined by the materigl living conditions of the society

n 9

and even 1f\we were to accept . that the realization of human f“"

. rlgnts
" ‘social:

and fundamental freedoms depends pr imarily on/the';;.“ms_ :
‘and econoric. structure of society™ P it does'not. -~

3”f;f; ' necessar11y follow that ‘there 'is no objectyve basis separate_u@:.,'
ffom preva111ng property relatlons for deriv1ng human rlghts, T

.‘n
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" ‘VBrockett! ' "

“Bhsic contention of this paper-thatsin fact .
andard -from which'a valid ard 'useful understand- . ' 7.
ights can be derived. It will be.argued:that~ = = .
needs- intrinsic to; all people and that: .~ . - = =
- hierarchically ‘ordered. Acceépting these neéds ...

i, -as the sourtéfior -human rights gives. us a conceptualization . - .
i _ t.¢~_.;T~of-human.righ€sythat Canﬂbetculturally‘and'ideolqgicallyg/,;~;..ﬂ

-

. objeCtiVe,‘and'Which?can“lggigqily arder the various rig
-in a meaningful hierarchy.!%, We:can “then--say that there -
' are humdn rights, what these rights are, and .establish. = \ --
p:idriéies among them. -It willlbe demonstrated in this™paper _
. . ‘that'a basic needs approach. provides a useful understanding . - -°
- . of human- rights. -I hope- to show that. it”also has greater ' ' = .
- . ... . Human'rights, as Feinbérg'argues,'?presuppOSes;ajcqncepﬁg;'J
. of ‘equal "and universal human worth thag: is to_be sharply: & .| .
"+ distinguished from thé idea of humaf merits."12 ‘Individual * .. . .
“L;Worth-is‘instead_baSedVOhlsomething,mpre°basic"than,meritl
:,(which,'of‘COurse,‘WOuld,maké'it'conditional);j"There'must._
- be somé.cha:agteristic(S)’shared“by a1l individuals, then,. .
- ., which is.the'éourcquflthéirfequal"unconditiqnal)fwo;thq; f%.
*.:. ~  Hany have been suggested,*Feinberg points out; *almost.all ' |
e ~yof_them’inadequatq“;;uThis'failureﬂ"to,name"-the”cOrrectf-f R
trait, he concludes, is perhaps unavoidable. It is more ~ = - '
.likely that "universal 'respect' for human beings is,in.a /.
g -...sense, 'groundless'.-~ a kind of ultimate attitude not o
77 " itself justifiable in more ultimate terms.” - Feinberg goes - - -
“'"-. on to observe "that most normal. people are-disposed to fall"
P intoithat—attitude‘wheneverﬂtheir_attention'iSjdrawnit0~7' -
© . certain traits of all humans, ‘or when they ‘acquire the habit -

.-

PR - I S

®

';'of 1oi§ing;atv(or.conceiving) thei: fellows in a certain- - o

. .. To'gee those qualities in others is also to claim them’
— for ourselves. 1In fact,-we are more_likely to’look at. others

§ ».'in:%his way: (have this attitude) 'if we are."in touch" wijth
. that "place" in ourselves,. or those "qualities" in“ouzgélves.f
Perhaps what we are responding to, in part, is our sh redy .
~_ability (or potential) to experience others' (each other) --: -

, “.. . and even the whole world -- in such a way. ' My point, then,

~o - ee o -is not-just that we can-posit-the -inherent worth of"all ‘people” :
5 ... but that we are capable of experiencing the'inherent, “ground-. . .
.less and ultimate" worth and dignity of others. It is a o

. - . R ) X . -
. . .
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statement for Whlch WE’ e equlpped with our own - “tools"“" -

for°ver1f1catlon, But,_Felnberg is: probably correct that:- e
this- attitude "is not. g; ounded on- anythlng more - ult;mate_zuﬂ- e
cvw U than ‘itself, and it is ‘not, demonstrably justifiable. nl4 ';,,55' T
%-;:ilp.. ‘It can'be ver1f1ed\by experience.. It is stated as truth IR '
ST by various- splrltual and moral. tfadltlons,: Biut a ratlonalf“--
proof cbnv1nc1ng toaall probably can not be made. '

B P

The reader, then, w1ll accept, it is hoped, the valldlty e .ﬂ
, _ . .. of an equal. moral.worth of all people ‘which can be. experienced '
s .. as a groundless ‘and ultimate respect .or love.. This attitude:
Loy Tinsdis-akin to what Maslow ‘has -déscribed as the love of a grand-:
parent for a: grandchlld the love of.the most "mature" people’
~~ “at their “best“ moments,. and . the attitude of what'he calls.. " ’
-,_h.‘l hTa01st1c sclence"- that 1s,f"1f you love somethlng or .some= «
e -one. enough at. the level of Being, then 'you can enjoy its R
L -actualization of 1tself,..you love it as it is.in itself. nl5 _“, E
S In thls attitude "the ‘desjre is- to allow the child. to be, to R
'love “the - child for. what .s/he-is, to allow the’ child to become L
: what s/he can-Be. (The:attitude is.-to allow the. 1nd1v1dual g
to mature 1nto 1ts unlque potentlal. j_ . v._'f‘

B

) '{»’ '7'1 Slnce each 1nd1v1dual is of equal moral worth, then each —
has equal claim to :the opportun&ty ‘to. T%et one's basic needs, ’
- P to’ the realization of one's: potentlal . .To deny this claim .
jfa,;L_ -would *be :to negate. the validity -of equal moral worth.- As i
N ‘noted-above, we . pOSSeSS the ablllty to experlence the un~ .
.,.’ ‘conditional moral worth of ‘others. ‘But,. it w111\Qe argued
SRR shortly, this ablllty is itself usually. the result of .
-defl’g; maturation. - fhat is, ‘it is-an ablllty (and - also,,flnally, -
v “a.néed)- which is usually ‘dependent on the" grat1f1catlon of
. . prior needsw To . deny an equal rlght to the grat1f1catlon of** .
‘ . 'w,these prlor needs would be to deny - to some the very ability . »
v «to experlence their: own equallty in -this way. “when we ex-
' perlence uncondltlonal respect for others, .are. we not, at
least in part, responding to thelr potentlal to do the same°
o And is this not an- afflrmatlon of thelr rlght to develop '
. .. this potentlal? : co . :

A \\wFor some, such-con51deratlons raise the specter of the
: “naturallst fallacy“,'of the, erroneous assumptlon ‘that "what.
C ;»;l.-.‘ls" medns that, it is "what ought to be". .At t1mes,.though,.‘
g et thls fallacy itself :can-be . mlsleadlng. If. it is accepted, - . | . .
‘ SR as w1ll be shortly argued, that people have 1nnate needs and-.




. that the healthy development-of the 1nd1v1dual depends'On
the: gratlflcatlon of these needs (while depflvatlon 1nh1b1tv,
development*and can even ‘lead to s1ckness), then it- 1S'ole o
that-the human organism. posits its ‘own values. Such ah‘al e

”system is not" 1nvented or: progected but 1s:"1ntr1ns1c in:
the. structure .of human nature itself."17 - Furthermore, Maslow " :: o
‘has ‘claimed’ that His research indicates that for the “healthlest".;g

' people (which' means;: in part; a more . objectlve perceptlon of.~» U

'_realltyf, fact. an value fuse} He poznts out that : . T A

- P,’-'when;we examlne the most ego-detached ob3ect1ve,~s

. #+.. motivationless, passive cognition, we find that
R it iélaims to percelveZSalues d1rectly, that Values

i i[cannot be:.shorn away™ from" reallty and the ‘most | 4

. ‘profound:perceptions of "facts" causes the 1sf «
'-_and the 'ought"to fuse° ' :

; . T
All people have certaln ba51c needs. Belng of equal .
_moral ‘worth, each person has an, equal right to the opportunlty .
to. fulf111 these needs.~ « It is from’ this right that a - .
sound and useful/conceptuallzat;on of human rights can’ best.
- .be, establlshed It is to the: d1scuss1on of these needs/rlghts
- to which'1I Wlll/nOW turn. ' S SR . S
R .

THE HIERARCHY OF HUMAN NEEDS

_ . The concept of human needs ;s 1ncreas1ngly utlllzed ;
in both polltlcal life and. scholarshlp, especlally in' the
area of human. rights.. . Cla1ms are frequently made . that people-

“have specific needs and a right to. the fulfillment bf those

'needs, ;(0r, at least, equal ‘opportunity at fulfillment). ‘

R Along w1th frequent use, however, has come‘many and var1ed - =@i':"

_ typologles This paper will use the h1erarchy ‘of human. needs A
- elaborated by Maslow.j it appears ‘to be- the superior .. AR
: Zconceptuallzatlon by virtue 'of its. coherence, depth," con51stency,-‘
~and tho oughness. ‘Furthermore, it is more expllcrtly ‘related
to an oyerall: understandlng of the human organlsm and human
motivation. Finally, it is Ege need theory taken most-.
serlously by'other scholars..- , : _ .
) Maslow' conceptuallzatlon of 1ntr1ns1c bas1c human :
# needs is presiented in- the context of'a theory.of _human mot1va--
*f-_tlon. He beglns w1th the view that "the 1nd1V1dual is an- -

o
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) 'hotivated'by DR
Persony not a fradment, is motivated. - Most .
lly means to_an;end*rather-than ends in o
. -themselves", he points out. An analysis of this means-.
e end’chainleventually leads tp "certain goals' or needs beyond - -
Lo ..{which,We;cannOt~gb“; These. nds,;which'are;often unconscious, -
.. dre the Primary.cause of mg Avation. It_is-unusual,fhowever,
. for an-actfbr~a,conscious.wish.to'have'but;one; otivation. o
Furﬁhermogp, motivation is Pconstant,'nevér‘eﬁé?ng, fluqﬁuat--l:

":. - iﬁtegrated;‘org“_ized-whoie?L {Whénfa,péfébn is
. . a'need the whpl%n
~desires “are ys

 ;ing, and COmplext",'j . RN,
. \i’ SRRV Tékiﬁg*into consideration tﬁefﬁompléx'naiure of motiQQr -
R ";tion,jma51QW'c1aimsfthat only a concept .of fundamental'needs

can provide -a "sound.and fundamental basis?‘fog}the construct~ -

All other

‘behavior, or.apparent goals, are.subject. to ﬁumérousnpitfallsﬁf_}

”Q.Thisefoqus on needs, hOwever,jdoes~notfdeny_the:importanceu.'?ﬁ;:f; __

Sl '6fvsi%ugtiqnalffactors;but rather supplements them.2

S standing'motibaﬁion,/not only bécausé'gthérfapproacheSGare gt
R _'insufficient, but.primari;yfbecause‘he bEIieves’the:egisi S

RN ?A11 c1inical_evidenqe,fhé,assertsquhQWSTthat*thésewnegqs_j LT
o ", <can not bejfrustrated_withdut sickneSS-eVentuallyﬂres_1pingp o .
- This is'nOt'true‘for-all‘pthér desired endg. such ‘as habits, -
. heurotic needs, preferenées,,sQibn;if"Ifhsogiety creates and
:;inculcates{all‘values", he asks, “"Why is it only~some=andj3
- not others arécpsYchopathdgenic;when,thwértéd?F On the . S
... other hand,‘gratificatiqn of_theSe'needs,leads.to'resu}ts LA
" " which ‘may be objectively called “good"; that is;'bpporﬁunitig$
-+ for:basic need satisfaction are ‘the alternatives "fhat - the L Ei
- healthy,orggnism itself tends td;chooSe;,angéstrives.toward;
. nnder.conditionsJ;hat‘perhit it to choose".42 7. T TN

¥ __Accordinglto-Malew’thererare'five sgts of these unive -
'~sa1“instinc;oid~needs;'.physi01ogiCa1; safety, love and - "
S belongingness, esteem, '
o v'_*-are,"OrganiZed]into'a.hiéraEChy.Qfgrelative=prepotehcy";»:'_- -
el that is, the motivational life of the individual is dominat- -

;%;;Tﬁ';,.smffigiéntycontiqualﬁdeprivabian;“the.ugsatisfied.needﬂ.;“ .
- h " " . ___
~ = B I K v
N | , G T

and self-actualization. The needs CoEr

. ed byjthe-1oWest,unsati§;fied neéd-EwIn¢Si£uationswof*“”“?//}K”*;?'??'



,  ~ingﬁ§11_the1capac£ties of5the'orga?§sm"“to its service. .
- Continual gratification of a need, .

.. to-attitudinal ‘'syndroms of gpath
.. . combine to lessen  the like ihood:th ‘ -
. - -have ‘the desire or.energy equired to create -living conditions

- development. As a consequence,; hex gre .
~ has been limited as potengialities have beeh lost. S e e

literature, which- he summarizes'as demonstrating: -

“5Lj 1 ™ predictable, lawful, oxgqnizegﬁworld,f_i

SIL .  ,,Other'dangerouszthings do not’ happen, ..

'Tﬂﬁeﬂglsbmadasjthat.peépleﬁﬁhdnhévepnb;_had*théir“Safetyff'3

3 s‘authorgty; to legality, an
l_awu,.zl' ] - i . - 2 .

I T ol 'Brockett
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bedomes an*"almost excluéiQé;or&Qnizer'éf behaﬁior;freéruit;]iv

hough, can release the::. .

igdividual from its motivational fggce§ As it is satisfied, -
le.next need emerges,’ and so; on. 43 - .

A L.

'"vaMaslow'dbeézﬁpﬁxéﬁécify thé,méin'éhYsioiogiéai?heédé)'f‘

fpointing out ‘that any list will varyﬁaccording.to,the~leve1J;

of specificity. These are the tissue requirements of. the . ra\jﬂ{

-~ organism, su ‘as:fqod}-water;}sleep,*adequate?tempexature;_ _ K
*. gnd so.on. -The.significanc of.the physiological needs -

‘can not be stressed too much. -
gﬁdy more susceptible to the daf .
lese three, often working i concert,

—inadequate diet makes the. o

mages, O diseases and parasites. .-

ob the body of putrients -

‘pertain level also leads - - .,

and hostility. These’ factors ff“
sthat the individual will.. -~

and energy. ‘Malnutrition pegfond

-

~allowing further need gra ification. Most importantly, serious. .
“lack of protein ims early hildhoodluripples.the;child’szbraing

33

futther ‘need gratification

o Ma516& qétégorizés,fo ghiy;ééxséﬁéﬁy ﬁéedS["Sedufity}

stability; dependency; prdtection; readom from fear; anxiety, -
*z;glaw,-limits;,strength -

and‘chaos;}need-for strucgfure, o

.77 in -the protector, and s on". .  He 'adds that philosophical and :
. religious-systems are also "in part motivated by sdfety seeking".”
~ since they give order to.the world. He justifies the inclusion’
- -of this need primarily;QthhetbaSierfT¢hild development & T -

LT R AN LA o
"ﬁhat'the~averagg4¢hild.r;in odrfsociety o - il
generally prefers a safe, orderly, - o '

‘which he can count on and in which .
- unexpgcted, unmanageable, chaotit, or -

-

. and if which, in any case, he has . . S p—

B " powérful parents ox protectors-who =~ = . T

'~ -shield him from harm, .. PRI

needs satisfied "arg.pa:ticularly-dﬁstqrbed-by[threatsvtO'f—'f Qf' ;
to the representatives of the = . — -

[ S
. ,‘..




In h1s d1scuss1on of Maslow s need hierarchy, Dav1es
o ma1nta1ns that the inclusion of the safety needs creates
TR - § d1ff1culty because- "it appears to- be. an incongruous’
T - -subset in an otherwise ‘homogeneous - set" .- The: other’need
...« = he explalns,t"seem qulte ‘clearly to be pursued for the1r-
e - own sake, but it seems dubious that mentally healthy '
oo -people pursue safety for Its own sake". ‘Davies- 1nstead
o .~ Views safety and securlty as "instrumental to ‘the bas1c
. .. " needs: rnot ends in themselves but means to an end". = : e
o ~ .,/ People strive to be secure in their ability to sat;sfy LT E
% " . the other. needs, he clﬁéms,‘“but not to be ‘secure for the' o
- :sake of belng secure" - L

e ..

[ |

l'. . P It is apparent that Maslgz s dlscus31on of the safety

R ﬁ,i- needs, as summarized above, includes thre fa1rly disti cthu-
' ',f‘( d1mens1ons.\ security, frame ‘reference Jand meaning, |
L and thS1cal safety. ' The instrumental nature’of’ secur1ty )
f uavdoes set it apart from the other two_dimensions-and the .
- other sets of needs.“ Furthermore, its inclusion is: redundant.
SRR fltbs1nce its, 1nstrumental relation to the ‘'other needs means that
v T Tt it is. already taken into account by thoee rieeds: . This. follows
B . -~ from ‘the - nature of the motivation . theory: underlying Maglow's -
R .- need hierarchy. Each need has, in a sense, a securlty 'f" o
', .« dimension. -‘Sufficient gratification of a need requires . - -
- /. . - both the gratification of the. immediately felt need and e
Co . .suff1c1ent assurance that’ such gratification will cont1nue
<~ . in the future. (or, that.such’'is possible, if desired).
‘ . . The latter two dimerisions of what Maslow calls the."safety
{ »needs“(remaln, however, as needs "of the. organlsm. Growth
proceeds. better when the body is protected from 1n]ury
"~ and the m1nd from “too much" d1sor1entation 27 -
The néﬁt need to emerge is what Maslow 1dent1f1es -as -
belonglngness and loyve. Once ‘the physiological and safety ‘
© -+ needs are':fairly- well gratified™ the: individual "will.
B wg’dfeel sharply the pangs of lone11ness, of ostrac;sm, of
" rejection, of fr1endlessness, or rootlessness" The in-

L S

'

h~'—ihf’ . - dividual's well-being requires that these needs be gratlfled.‘?’V*

o ;-Maslow points to literature and’ soclology as providing .
-~w“i',eV1dence for belonglngness to be considered.as a need and,
. -similarly, to clinical experiences for love.. This ‘évidence.
':q'demonstrates, he"rnotes, that the "thwartin§ of these needsiJ
., : ©° 1§ the most. commonly found cause in cases of maladjust- 28
i f;d_{“gmﬂ-ment and more severe pathology"'(ln developed countrles)
’ . ’- < .
Whlle he also points out that these needs 1nvolve ﬁf* -
'lboth the glv1ng and rece1V1ng of love,,he unfortunately '




T / 7 . Brockett - - 1 )

e T T S
.- . does not offer a.cleafl'conceptualization of love ‘itself. - .
Instead, he distinguishes lové.in.'self-actualizing people.
- .from love.in most people, .and he elagsrates;at some  length -
"+ 'the nature of self-actualizing love.%? ' The pature of this
- distinction implies a continuum' rather than dichotomy, - "% =
- but thisiis left only as. an implication.. Since thi# question ..
: relates,to_several“problems_spmejwriters have identified - . '
in the need hierarchy it shall be returned -to below.. ... = - "

s wm e

T N Maglowfclaips'that aftef"SUffiéieéf gra£ifiéation'Qf f_ -

. the prior‘needs‘peablefdgsire'”a stable, firmly based, . :

. usually high evaldation of themselves". .This meed has .two.
o dimensions: self-esteem; which is "the desire for strength, -
U . -for achievement, ‘for fadequacy, for mastery and competence,... . -
~+ .. and for independenge énd'freedom":=gnd%the‘gsteem'0f40ther5ﬁfi.

.. .whether that be reputation, prestige, dominance, -recognition,
R ' <'aattentiop,,digﬁ;ty,:or-appreéiati9n§‘ Thwdrting of these - . 3
- . - . . . needs, Maslow -expldins, results.in "feelings of inferiority, -
L - of, weakness, ‘and of helplessness”, feelings-which can cause . = - '
7 'either'"basic'disCou;ag‘ment"fgr;neprotic compensations.. . - ..
... ... Drawing on-the work of therapists, theorists, and.novelists,
_he.again'implies;diffgxent“qualitative'1evels'at which this '
. need may be gratified.’" He draws a gualitative ‘distinction o
T between esteem based ‘on the opinion of others and that based - -
. ~_-.on their desérved respect. And‘'with: the. latter it is useful,
| R S S S P

- o J

.. to distinguish the actual cempeterfce e

. and achievement that 1s based on their - . ..

. will-power, determination, and’res- -

.. 7. . ponsibility, from that which comes '

. .. naturally and .easily out of one's own_ . .

'~ . true inner-nature, one's constitution, _ s _
.-/ one's biological fate or destinmy, er as’ ., -~ . .

. " 'Hormey puts it; out of.one's Real Selfy R
'/[rratheg than out of the idealized: pseudo- _ ‘

 self.30 [ VR P e

& : o
>

Lo QJu=.A major difficulty presented: by Mst%%'s-theofyiisf'j SR
. .. s .. - the close but ambiguqusvrelatinghiplbetwééh_IQVéqand esteem.
v = 7 - Although love as a need is priOr<Eo.esteem in the hierarchy, . = .-
: ""‘Tg;“it‘wouldfhotfbe”unreannablémeﬂhypthéSiZé‘thatfthé*qhality'”"TJ“
- OfLOne'SuIOVe_gratification,WOuld‘be“injpartya*fundtion_off;y .
_ . the degree of one's ésteem; in other words, that the re- -
" ... lationship ‘works both ways.  Maslow does not-elaborate-on
TR ;';<this:an4-re{ated questions,Vyeﬁjtheyﬂcan;be;answgred by .- .-

-

. '..h' B N . : '. " . N PR . . .
e T S S ' ’ ..~.=.<. o ’
DR R P ). (O T
noL . P e N R, I

IO SR
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\Jf clarification .will be part1cu1ar1y cruc1a1 for the;transfor;\

— y

1nterpolat1ng from a few related p01nts he’ does make.; Thié f.

matlon of. human n%eds 1nto human rlghts. C
) Part .of the- answer to the above paradox is supplled by
Maslow's stress on degrees of re1at1ve satlsfactlon. The - -~
safety need, for example, peed/not be sat1sf1ed 100%«before
“emergence of the:love need:is. posslble.- Instead, it gradually

- emeryes, dependent on the degree of satisfaction of the:

safe’ty need. He conjectures:that when the priqr need. is . .
perhaps 25%-. satlsfled, the love need then mlght emerge 5%..
By way: of 111ustrat10n, Maslow suggests it is. as if thefgq~
- average person has sat1sf1ed perhaps 85% of ‘the . physrologmcal

com

needs, 70% of safety,  50% of 1ove, 40% of self-esteem and j;;v'

"10% ‘of self-actuallzatlon,31. He is 1mp1y1ng, then,~ that" ‘aty
'i11-fed person. ‘will be: ot1vated by ‘the desire for:love,-

o although usually not to the extert of a we11-fed person.

‘.-concern,-f?- A

Do

+

[

- Host 'likely a habltually starv1ng person w111 not share this

o L.
. . ."'
,' :

Ctive dlfferences between types of ;ove (and also. between y=
“levels of esteem). Based-on these  two polnts, Maslow"s
h1erarchy can-:be better conceptuallzed as a.series of ‘_f
“hierarchically 4rranged-hierarchies; in, other ‘words, - thay/

:“Q'each of ‘the basic. needs has'its own qualltatlve hierarchy.

‘Unlike the basic h1erarchy, the gualitative: hlerarchy does...
‘not lmply a motlvatlonal sequence ‘but ‘instead. represents* o

.“\\ T Tt shouldfbe remembered that Maslow spec1f1ed Quallta-~i;

| qualltatlvely distinct forms of:gratification’ which: can be T

~1inked in a casual. re1at10nsh1p with further baslc need
gratlflcatlon. o _pu,.,. e _ﬁ--;‘-._~ ,'phx." 4:-5f”

must be suff1c1ent1y gratlf;ed ‘before . self-actuallzatlon

is poss1b1e,' These’ needs can be satisfied.in'a numberx.of

- ways. Maslow. pornts out though, that - “we: have been 1earn1ng
more. and more -of the danger of. bas1ng seif-esteem on the

-opinions. of others. rathér than on real capagity, competence,f’i .
and. adequacy to- the" ‘task". And with the latter, he suggests S

that esteem based on-a competence growing out ‘of "one's
‘own true. inner: nature" is superior. to- that resulting- from
wild- ‘power -and - determlnatlon,n Gratlflcatlon ‘drawn . from- N
‘any .of these three- sources can- prov1de need satlsfactlon.., N

It is, however, the dlfference between ‘a house built on ;;..j%:f

.a foundatlon of sand and one burlt ‘On - rock the probablllty
of permanence varles greatly.__,..lu_v o QT, :

s s

Follow1ng Maslow s theory, the esteem needs, for example,tirf



o These varlous sougces of esteem grat1f1catlon also_rv S
B ,}appear to. vary in the  degree ‘to-which they encourage fulflll-;,“ .
s . ment of the other needs..  In other words, we. ‘can attempt to- -
Con - gratify our esteem -needs. in'a variety of ways, but only
- ... :some of these alternatives w1ll be likely. to promote our .
NI future development. ‘There is a- qualltatlve d1fference, then,‘

- . between these. latter forms of gratlflcatlon -and ‘those E
- . which: do not fac111tate growth, d perhaps even inhibit 1t.- '
o +- .In other -words, a need wr}l most 1Y kely be-more fully and R
S " jmore. permanéntly- satlsfled the hlgher the qu 11ty 1eve1 of TR
A .the gratlflcatlon.' .-~;, X L _ SRR

e The same polnt can also be establlshed 1n regards to ‘f"
",,the love needs. 1In one.of his later art1cles, Maslow dlscussed
;“aflve qualitatively different types. of .love, ranging" frg?

- eXpdoitive "ownershlp to fusion 'at the: "belng" level

~ -We can,. therefore, conceptuallze forms of :love ' as: belng

... Lo+r  arranged alohg a qual:.tatlve‘contlnuum. ‘The. needs for. .. °*
. .. . esteem and’ self-actuallzatlon will ‘emerge -as -the: 1nd1v1dua1

<% s ‘moves up the continuum. On ‘the other hand, it would be é*ﬁuq,-z1,
-7 vesl . ' very unusual to reach the higher levels of love without e
V,"-suff1c§§nt grat1ficat1 of the esteem and self-actualizatlon v
) : ’.needs . ..t .o ' : . o : BN "__ . s o ) e
f*ﬁ“ o The bulk of Maslow ‘s, work attempted to understand and-

Tl 'gMost simply, self-actuallzat;on refers to "man's desire.
L 1'”‘for self-fulflllment, namely, to' the tendency for’ him. to
- . become. actualized in:what he:is. potentially." - It is at N
... ~this level-that individual d1fferences are the. greatest,l-n
<. he -says, because "the specific form that" thelr needs will .
5 -take w1ll of course vary greatly from person to person "34

ylp,;.u- ' In order to: more clearly understand th1s concept 1t 1s
4»”j”jnecessary to distinguish between: the self-actualization

i 4. .7 need and self—actuallzld§ people. When .the lower needs

i ,;ffhave been’ suffic1ently satisfied "we may Still often (1f
W not” always) expect that a new discontent and restlessness

“4.. .. - 'will'soon develop unless the individual is doing what he,. .
.o 'individually, is fitted:for". 35 ‘This does not mean, however,
<. . .that such an 1nd1vidua1 is now a self—actuallzing person. g
-7 -7 such a’ ‘person is now only at the point "where real. develop- = .
‘-I.ment, i e.,{of 1nd;v1dua1;ty, beglns" 'Unllke the lower *'“{;)_fj

describe self-actualjzatioh:and. self-actualizing people.lg-v-’7'°":



needs Whlch "may be consldered as external Qualltles\that _
"; ‘the organism. lacks -and therefore needs," self-actualization: o

'is "not:a lack or def1c1ency in- thls sense", Maslow explalns, P

'1t 1s not R . R RS , _
somethlng extr1ns1c that the organlsm needs for
health,: as’ for example, a tree needs water. .
Self-actuallzatlon is intrinsic growth .of what
R £ - already in the organlsm, or more accurately
v=(.j-~ig.”g¥,of what: 1s the organism itself...In arw ord, o
' o ""s;development then proceeds from within rather = - .
. than- from W1thout, and paradoxically the hlghest

mot ve. is to be unmotivated. and. nonstriving, i. ey’

S to behave purely. express1vely° Or, to say 1t 1n o
. e another way, self-actualization is- growth- 36 T
’,f__f”lﬂ '_motlvated rather than def1c1ency-mot1vated -

A person who has suff1c1ently sat1sf1ed the ‘lower needs is. free
T 5 to self-actualize and.will usually feel an intexnal pressure-
N to do s6. . The self-actuallzed person has- -already largely"
P accompllshed this growth.,'The ‘difference bg%ween the two
s br1ef1y that between becomlng and belng . .

e Intr1n31c to th1s process is the development of a.
s -, . particular kind of value system -Because .of - the level of
- ' _.need fulflllment, a value system grow1ng out_ of. concern " for .
~ securlty or esteem, for example, would not be relevant; =~
' rather, one .would: expect a stress on the developrent of -
' the potentlallty of all. humanlty and a fogus on the "higher -
virtues". This.in fact is what Maslow's research- dlscovered
- The “preferences, cholces, disiderata, values of self-'
© actualizing people" are-quite similar-to "what have beén
called the:eternal values, the eternal verities". In. additlon,
. the- consensual descrlptlon ‘of the world during and after a- .
“peak experience® is’ . cast in .remarkably the same terms.  The .-
‘"described characteristics of reallty"‘by such people are, ,
. in terms of "truth, beauty, wholeness, dlchotomy-transcendence, IR
allveness-process, uniqueness, perfection, necessity, .completion,
Justlce, order,: 51mpllc1ty, rlchness,‘effortlessness, play- . '
. fulness, and self-sufficiency". Maslow calls these" "Being-
.values". Additionally, he’ belleves that the soci-al environ-.
ment affects the: poss1b111ty for. self-actuallzatlon and that o
»an environment more in accord with these values w d be more
- conducive to human development.. The Belng—values are in
themselves needs, then,vfor both reasons. S

Fan

BT P
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e In summary, Maslow contends that truth beauty, and justlce,
. - as well as protein, are needs. 1ntr1ns1c to. the human organism. .
The - development -of the organ1sm is dependent on the grat1f1ca—
tion of these instinctoid’ requirements. Protein, -however, .. -
is a much more salient need-than .beauty. Needs are not - .
'v51multaneously felt, all clamorlng for attention at- once.’m

. They .come in. an ‘invariant sequence; higher needs and po- ,

' ,tentlallty rema1n uncovered pendlng lower need grat1f1cat10n.

THE HIERARCHY OF HUMAN RIGH

, ‘At f1rst thonght the translatlon of needs into. rlghts

a'mlght appear. relat1vely easy -x for:each need, simply: change
it into a right. - Such is not the case. Theé motlvatlonal

- 1life of one individual in a complex social . contexE is not:

~ simple. Ne1the$ is fasiow's theory.  Bach need is actually

a set of needs. Need grat1f1cat10n 1s~not an eﬂther/or o

'flphenomenon, but rather of degrees of fulflllment. ‘Further- _f'fll

. more, the needs are 1nterrelated- ‘the form of fulflllment
can influence he likelihood of grat1fy1ng higher needs.3

The translatitfiof needs ‘into rights, then, must be attemp= ' ..

- ted cautlouslyaand v1ewed critically. 1It. should also be "
- noted that the. va11d1ty of the inferences from Maslow's’
.- work madé in this section should be’ emp1r1cally ver1f1able.-

4“,If the basic approach- elaborated thus far is accepted;, then

"fdlsagreenents with what follows, for the most part, are =
- 'not irresolvable normative confllcts, they should be amenable
; to emp1r1cal resolutlon 40 : - S

RN
. \

. Desplte these qua11f1catlons, the bas1c needs do prov1de
~ the overallr outline of the hierarchy. of _humanh rights. Accord-
- ingly, the most”basic human. rights. are to’ the- gratlflcatlon
4tof the phys1olog1cal and safexy needs. V;ye, :

The phy51olog1cal rlghts refer to. the right to life 4 »f,;fo

'.1tself ‘and to the basic requlrements for life, 1nclud1ng '
 feod, water, and air. To speak simply of a basic .right to ,
‘adequate nutr1tlon, however, will not sufflce, need’ grat1f1ca—
"tlon is a matter of degree. ‘A ‘person does not requ1re a-
'awellhbalanced diet for "x" perlod “of ‘time prior to feellng

genuine pangs of lonellness. It is not a precondltlon -
. for the emergence of hlgher needs. Somewhat artificially,

.. we can differentiate between qualltatlve levels of phy51o-
_ loglcal grat1f1catlon, ‘they - are as° follows: -severély.in-
wﬁ,adequate, mlldly 1nadequate, adequate, and optlmal. :

- . - - . . L . . ' o - ; CE
* . N : . . ’ . . . i P . a . - -

S .
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.- Recalling that qualitative diff rentiations‘were also. . -
postulated for the higher needs, it /can now be.seen that-- .- ..
--need gratification is not a process of complete fulfillment-- -
of one need.and ‘then on to the nex . -"Instead,: partial = = °
gfgtificatiqn,Suffices[fOrﬂemergenﬁe‘of,the.next-need; out
@ﬁ*some'ppiht,further“growth_wiIlJnéceSSitate'mQré;éompiete;:r'
gratification. ‘In terms of a. right. to:food,fthen, the . 7 .
. right to an "adequate digt" is“prObab;yfnotlprior)t0fsomel;_
. " :.-.of the other. needs; improvement of-aﬁ“sevérély-inadequate”;j .
.- diet probably. is. -After the’ ight ,to life itself; then,‘h-?~-
.- the most basic human right—is o mildly .inadequate’grati--.{
©. fication' of Jthe physiological ngeds, -~ .ot L N, o T

. , The.question‘o?.aysométiﬁes:proppsed;right‘té“%lgaﬁif aR
air and water can be a@equatelygre501ved_uSing{thislappfdaCho"'l
© Many people in;Los?Angeles,,foruéxamplegfafe,workihgiongtheir;'f
- higher needs; obviously clean air and water are not among ' - .
';'the.mbStvbasic-néeds/rights;'nThey_might;bétﬁhowever;.among'f“g
.. ~ .the latter rights for reasons of ‘more optimal health; - .= . &
L  aestheti°si'and”in“erspeace?tiéir-and}water'a;e*basic.rights;;;v ,
'“'-'.jpuritY*isLa'differenifqueStioﬁ;”ﬂRﬁrity,:though;'is'a?matter;;a‘-*
-+ of degree. Water can be so unclean that it is seriously /  .° o
4. injurious to health. ‘While the tissue requirement for water' .
©. s 'met, the safety needs are threatened. Accordingly, i/,
Public héalth measures sufficient to” insure -adequately. -
~--sanitary conditions are part of .the safety. needs. .-What~' U . o
seems as a simple right to-air and water, then, is actuallx'_f'.f
"o a series of rights derivea\frOmfacrOSS]thé-need.hieraréhy.,2" 0

. Since security ‘of future gratification is necessary
. - .. for more complete fulfillment of each of ‘the basic needs,
R Jat'some'1ater}poiﬁtu§uffi¢ient'economic,security_becomes.
. -a.need which must be met- for further.growth. Within this' B
. :papér?s'framework,-it,would beiincOrrect-toTspeak_of;specific;' B
~social programs such as guaranteed 'jobs or social security.
-~ . as human rights," On ‘the other hand, this  framework does .-
.+ - . provide a sound base for'-the claim to a certain measure of
) economic security as .a human right: - How a society provides
for such gratification is a question of policy: whether it 6 . -
Provides. for sufficient gratification is a question of right..

o SR R JE .
% . . - While the physiolegical rights involve the claim to

. life itself, the safety rights pertain to the protection of - -

. 1ife*from.injury;*either_physiCaluor-psyphic.4."Thefphysical””-l

' . dimension- involves safety from physical harm'~- from whatever "
/. source, be it torture by the state or by a.political greyp,

... -or assault by a robber, a husband, or a drunken driver.®® - IR

'+ .. Also included among these rights is basic health care for -

. ¢

::It ;f:f;:“;ﬁ :1}3i-i::

-\
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“_chlldren, espec1ally prenatal and post-natal cax
-1s so cruc1al -to the rest of one ‘s development;

. There 1s a: close connectlon between physr
:Asafety. Torture is. certalnly psychologically,: _f' o
" physically, destructive. -Beyond the trauma:of" PhYS1Ca1 harm,

“however, is what Maslow discusses as the need for'“a safe,

 “orderly,;. predictable lawful, organlzed world" ‘to satisfy W

s

this ‘need- 46 = The individual, therefore,. has a. r1ght to. Aﬁﬂ;='n7“~'

“safety from arbitrary and - unpredlctable actions and’ dlsordersfﬁ

- .of.a- 51gnlflcantly destructive nature, be they from the:

- vigllantes; etcs) . More. specifically,. the ‘individual

) “?people begln to be motivated by the. needs for love. and

'”~.forms of gratlflcatlon.y
. manage-to ‘gain some gratifiecation . of ‘these needs regardless

E'?w-very 1mportant as we move to hlgher'levels of gratlflcatlon, S

state Oy private 1nd1v1duals .or .groups ' (terrorists, hoodlums,

" ‘has, rights to due, proceéss and-freedom from unlawful entry, M47 -
;Zsearch and selzure, and from serlously threatenlng behav;l.or°l .

W1th part1al gratiflcatlon of the prlor needs, most &.”'
_ esteem. . ‘Under -most circumstances, - they will undoubtedly .
- find some gratification. ~These are; ' hGWever, needs-with '
vast qualltatlve dlstlniglons between: tﬁe lowest and hlghest
And while: pEOple almost always

.of the: form of social. organlzatlon, social variables become

S Even 1n hlghly strat1f1ed soc1et1es, 1f one follows
‘the theory articulated here, orice. the. individual's. prev1ous
needs are suff1c1ently met there will be a desire for -
eqguality.  This is true for_peveral reasons, including the
- desire for equal opportunlty to- develop one's talents and.
lg,the de81re for social- recognltlon of what is 1nd1V1duall{
- felt -- one's inherent equal’worth.< ‘In both ways. equality:
. is’ lmportant for & firm sense of esteem. The 1nd1v1dual,
- _then, has a right .to be: free from significant prejudice
- and dlscrlmlnatlon, espec1ally in those activities deemed
‘important by .society and’ from. ‘which 'social status is derived "
~(e.g., employment -and all major  forms of political part1c1pa-r’
tion). Furthermore, the 1nd1v1dual has a right to equal - '
_ “opportunlty to- develop one s'talents (education and health
: _care ‘are espec1ally lmportant here) RN

Soc1al formis are also cr1t1cal because of the effect

. of soc1al roles andsnorms. It is: hypothe51zed that as. -
B 1nd1V1duals ‘move toward the hlgher levels of gratlflcatlon .




i . of the esteem’ eds an toward self—actuallzatlon, the-.'
~poss1b111t1eS;* r gratlflcatlon of these. needs generally o
. will vary according: to- the scope. of. social roles ‘and &¢he = -
.jrlgldlty of social- horms.,Thls follows -from .the argument -
f'that human nature has its own. requlrements,whlch ‘must. be
‘“respected oy soc1ety for people to develop. ‘With suff1c1ent
Zg;agratlflcatlon of the. prev10us needs every individual will’

- feel,the need for esteem and" later, for self-actuall ation
" “The nature. ‘of that grat1f1cat10n, however, must ineyi:
"bdlffer because people are constltutlonally differefit. .
<+ Because, of these differences,. for wédesgread £full develop-.‘“
Joment it is necessary. that - there. be wi
-.,.*w1th status, ‘tolerance’ of a:wide range of behavg?r, and
"aabmlnlmal sanctlons,agalnst nonharmful dev1at10n

j"extent.such defl
dividual potentl
-of social rolesg T

]-(physlologlcally, psychologlcally, genetlcally, however: 1t g ﬁ

" be’ expressed),pat this level. indiwvidual needs are. 1ncreas1ngly

Sy R T
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e variety of: roles

Wlthln?thls context freedom ex1sts 1n soc1ety ‘to- the
nxtlons permlt ‘the maximization of ‘in-
- that is, ‘freedom.varies with the scope
1d-‘norms. -Since individuals .are unique:

‘\ "?1dlosyncrat1c. Individuals usually ‘do -not find soc1al roles

and’'norms:to be tailored to fit ' the’ 1dosyncrat1c ‘nature

.of .their: needs*or their 1ntr1nS1c temperament and talents,”;j~
” For this. ‘reason also, then,_the individual has a rlght to
. berfree from prejuai By discrimination, and .sanctions” Against
.1-non-harmful behavior.; o
‘ranging from. the- freedoms of speech, assembly, rellglon, B c

.The scope: of this right is broad,

-

and movement to nontradltlonal llfestyles.

.,\Such freedoms are relevant not only to cons1derat10ns o
of maximizing potential but also to the’ OppOSlte, the '

" diminuation of the person. Whether due to genetic structure}{
L or! pre- “and’ post—natal env1ronment, people differ: in. tempera-

ment,’ susceptlblllty to. stress, ‘ability. to- tolerate. stress,gv_‘

h~and predlsposltlon toward serlous psychologlcal d1sorders,_”f*
- ‘8ince ‘some ‘people’s ' needs are less congruent w1th ‘the o

parameters establlshed ‘by social roles and norms, it folfbws ST
that the narrower the deflnltlons, the - greater the, grobablllty-;f.

' .of 1njur10us stress for greater numbers of peop

As an example, 1mag1ne a soc1ety whlch makes 1t dlfflcult.

-lfor a.woman to find fulfillment outslde the home, outside:
.. ."the roles of homemaker/mother., Some women. w1ll "be able to
Vf-flnd healthy fulfillment w1th1n the boundary,~ Others w1ll
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be able to transcend those limltatlons. On. the other hand}-,,”'
many will be frustrated by the definition but, with’ vary1ng o
* degrees of awareness; -compromise w1th it -- with varying. 'ﬂ& '
: psychic costs ' (not to mention™ unreallzed potentlal) SN
. ”:’Flnally, there will be those. women' ‘who struggle unsuccess-“u
.y .. fully aga1nst the 11m1tatlons, again ‘with varylng degrees S
¥ 'f.of psychlc cost, some very serlous.. ‘As a complementary
R ‘example, 1mag1ne ‘a soc1ety wh1ch makes 1t difficult for a
‘man to find fulfillment outside of the role of successful
breadw1nner.. The same conslderatlon ushould apply..
. P 1 . Ve e
Theafreedom from.sanctlons for "dev1ant“ behavior becomes .
CoosT o increasingly 1mportant as the individual’ ‘moves to’ the higher -
.7 . ‘levels of esteem satisfaction and into self-actwalization.: =~
SOV Self-actuallzatlon is a. self-con561ous process~ ‘The d1scovery
' L of one's inner nature 1mp11es an. awareness not only of the.
. object. being sought. but also an awareness ‘of the search-- . :
the 'process--itself. Undoubtedly "the reason . why' Maslow finds..
5 that se1f-actuallzlng people are. characterlzed by an ab111ty
oo ’1o to transcend their culture is because such transcendence
. - - is necessary for, and is part of, this process. This is'
S true because socjal norms and roles invariably. &re limit-
ing for'a personat this motivational point.. This’ would
- still be true even if a person S. s1tuatlon were: suc that L )
- there would be ah almost Complete “congruence between'one's: .. < .7
_ﬂ needs- and the relevant norms and .roles. The process of . R
. 'self-actualization would: -still: be 1mpeded if the person.® R e
identified with, and was- motivated by, the. roles and norms ' '
rather than by~ the ‘conscious. reallzatlon of ‘one's" needs..
In other words, the 1nd1v1dua1's behav1or would be a ’

A

R »

T ,_7' IR is relevant to the deve;oPment of. human potent1a1 :
IR for this reason too, then, to qu'Stlon the extent to which -
T L a soc1ety permits nonharmful deviatice .from roles. and norms. . -
=« . . The more severe the sanctlons,_the the; greater are the:

R - socially created ‘barriers to self—act'“lazatlon._ ‘The™*
' 1ndiv1dual then, has. a riglit ‘to gain- reedom from ‘the " .+
llmltations of roles ‘and nerms. (1n the’gense of " transcend- :
Ll . ing the culture), to become free of art,,jclal forces .
e 11m1t1ng the awareneSS\of one S, potentlal;and poss1b111t1es.'f

I L ﬂot only'does the 1nd1v1dual have a rlght (and need)
L to the. traditional freedoms ("freedom from") " but ‘also to -
o ’_what Bay conceptuallzes as . “potentlal freedom“° that 1s,




"the relat:.ve absence of

on- 1nd1V1dual behavior"

. _ffarockett ~f:"::f
Enpercelved external restralnts _'v'ﬁf'v
The. individual-has . a right to = ...

%f free'"access to all: 1mportant information: avallable that.
- bears on alternatlves of behav1or,frnclud1ng value ch01ces,

‘that ‘are' or can become open to him."35.

Or, in Fromm's

.7 woxds,- ‘the’ 1nd1v1dual has . the right to "become "aware of the
... . forces which move him. behind his back ‘so to speak n56. .
‘Whatever restricts such awareness d1m1n1shes the. opportun1t1es

.. for self-actuallzatlon
-~ its course. While ‘the

+=.or at least adversely influences ..

.self~actualization need does not’ create,afr7

©.any. new rlghts,‘lt absolutely ‘reinforces the rlght to freedom
in the broadest and deepest sense.__.._ e,

“;_'ﬂﬁi " too bold, a ranking of
S ’,~-;correspond1ng freedoms

.'A.‘ :

o . f PhYS1olog1cal 1r
R "-. J L . . . A 2 0 . .
S ST = L
S - . B. safety" A3
- .".- ‘ _l - ;"‘ lﬁ' R
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Ey
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Cv el Love/ . ot
S et S S
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mﬁlght
-~ =-physical
' 5.

'-f-psychié_“ Eff

.p;rlght to. cleaner water,' i-f“"“
v a1r '

?‘{%? .fA}; . 3_: ""due process, -

LR

. An emplrlcally and loglcally defens1b1e hlerarchy of - .
“human rlghts has now been sketched.

At the risk of ‘being
‘these- human rights (and the1r =
are as follows~ _" ]

rlght to 11fe ‘ (freedom from murderkf-‘
rlght to food, etc (freedom . from severe
_ ma]nutrltlon, etc )
“to 1ntegr1ty of person L -
3 (freedom from torture,,
.+ “assault, injury) = .
.~ (freedom -from arbitrary-.
& degradlng treat- -
ment) -

- I .
. - [,

'=ffi§htﬁof:Childfto r'-}'fa'7ﬁﬁ;i
;vbasic_healthwcare

(freedom’ from o
preventable poor/. -
health) f

(freedom. from ;
. ' s o ‘conditions: cau51ng
P poor health)

- 'lower”levellgratificatron*

“jrlght to more complete grat1f1catlon\{?A

of phys1ologlcal & .safety needs. :
: (freedom from mal--“
~nutrition;- freedom
from arbItrary & - -
: degrading. treatment,
i.e., more complete’
for o

- :’..




~ of these 1ssues.3t_ -

......

7‘Brookétt_ SR

C.  Love/. :,;:_:n“; T N
D3<=Esteem" : hlgher leve gratification:,

A

.'.Ea. Self-actuallzatlon }[i”' T o ""'

7 rlght to equal treatment and equal

- opportunlty s S
I (freedom from prejudlce & -
P e discrimination 'in educatlon, R
) v ; ' ';.f*- 'employment, political e

'Efrf~.f--'m ';_..' partlclpatlon, etc )

'rlght to unrestrlcted (nonharmful) behavlor .
- (freedom from -restrictions L

on’ speech, assembly, rellgion, _

movement, 11fe-sty1e,'e%c ) -

9. rlght to access to 1nformat10n ,
LT 5 :  (freedom from restrlctlons o
A S A . .+ on information,. ‘purposeful.

T - manipulations of 1nformatlon ,

'-f 7':m1 ".’-"'.-'_ jf; ' for deceptlve purposes) Coie

. The emplrlcal base of the hlerarchy of human rlghts-
should ‘be _clear. . Its value, on the other hand, is still

.fperhaps somewhat ‘uncertain- until several issues prevalent

‘in the relevant 11terature ‘are addressed It will be shown

_below ‘that a conceptuallzatlon of human rights - .based on o

inherent needs allows for satlsfactory resolutlon of many

/ - G . ‘ .
, 8001a1 and economlc rlghts were merged in the: hlerarchy L//
'w1th political and civil rights without any - -distinction made:

between- ‘them. These d1st1nct1qns are malntalned by many-to.- - - - ¢
. be critical. Cranston argues, for example, that the 1ncorpo-zf,'
- . ration of social and ‘economic. rlghts has "muddled;" .obscured,. -

}and deb111tated“ what had been ™a phllosophlcally respectable -

concept of human rlghts". In his attadk on the logical status.

.. of ‘this 1ncorporat10n he covers. the major arguments ‘usually

-made: that is, the. closely relate flssues of scope of requ1red;5'

,;actlonl capablllty, and duty.57 'ff o ’/ L

& -

It is" frequently malntalned that polltxcal and 01v11

if rlghts are'“negatlve", that "is, . they requlre only that no one’
.-+ interfere with their exercise.- ‘They are, Nardin argues, .
' 1“cla1ms agalnst 1ntervent10n by others...ln the prlvate spherecf

B e S




'a'puts 1t, "Ideals are not r1ghts

'7<_prenatal care: for all expectant mothers°

Y
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'.of the 1nd1v1dual" 58 And, ‘as’ Cranston notes,SBhey'usually PEAEE
. "can be secured by fa1rly ‘simple legislation”. In contrast,'-u
"‘-the 'social and economic rlghts are termed "pos1t1ve"-r1ghts. s
" They are viewed as requiring pos1t1ve .action from others.: - o
: These rights are also viewed as s stantlven giving rise- to->'
the;lssue of. capablllty._ As ‘Claude” ‘points. out,,"economlc
_ development is a necessary,. hou h hardly a° suff1C1ent, l60
;condltlon for a comprehens1ve system of positive r1ghts
But most of the world is -poor, very poor.: Cranston, therefore
stresses,. "If it is 1mposs1ble'gir a thlng to be done, it 1s
. absurd to claim it as a right". as Nardln succ1nctly

The d1st1nctlon is not so apparent, however, when we
ﬂmove from. the abstract to its appllcatlon to-a complex .
modern society: ~Civil and.: polltlcal ‘rights, in order that
. they be’ protected, often Trequire positive: government actlon_-w
beyond the- passage of laws. The amount of money spent on. '
. police. ‘forces .in the United States ‘i§ probably more ‘than.’ 7 .
. what.would. be_ required to prov1de everyone in: the. country T
;w1th an adequate diet. -If-.judges were .paid the median U.S.
' income, would this free enough funds -to guarantee adequate'v'

.‘(-

: _ Thls flawed dlstlnctlon between negatlve and pos1t1ve
- rights becomes even more apparent when econamic ‘rights .are '
-conceptuallzed net as soc1etz's obllgatlon to. provide, but-
rather “as the 1nd1vidual s right to fulflllﬁ—nt.; "It should "’

“' be easy to see that in the United States the presence of

hungry people is not the result of 1nsuf .cient economic
-»development, but. instead is a conseguence of & certain form
of social organization. The. only other: posslble 1nterpretatlon
would be: individual ‘choice. Such an’ explanatlon, however,
is contradlcted by the mot1vat10nal theory underlylng thlS

g paper..' '*:M R : S SR

.;;? Thls argument also applles to less developed countr1es,~;f'

" ““their poverty not withstanding. . When the individual's right -

"'-obllgatlon to prOV1de, ‘the ‘discussgion. 1nev1tably leads to -

to a mildly 1nadequate diet is V1ewed in terms ‘of a societal’

C

" .insufficient economic capability. ‘More relevant,. however, isf
the discussion-of factors which prevent Or ‘inhibit the .= - =

V;-1nd1v1duag's attempt to gain fulfillment of basic- needs.

" 'Nor does it explain”people with too little to -eat’because
. Del Monte, for example, ‘has | leased land prev1ously used

.- Lack of economic development - is not.a’ suff1c1ent explanatlon
.-of the pllght of ‘people ‘with: ‘insufficient or no land in R
- countries- covered by undercultlvated estates of’ vast" size.-

,zg_for locally-orlented productlon 1n order to. produce for exportc'

o

s
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T e The 11ves of people w1th 1nsuff1c1ent dlets must be v1ewed 7_“- L
- 27+ in ‘the cohtext of countries with certain forms of social=— -
organlzatlon and’ ‘with: certain relationships ‘with the in-
ternational marketplace.. Thése are factors which inhibit S
L ““or prevent pecple. from enjoylng their basic right to food. - L A
“ . -7 In the §rad1t10na1 parlence, ‘is thls not a “negatlve“ L R
Lo rJ.ght'>6 ‘

IR B ThlS is not to say that economlc capabllzty 1s 1rre1evant
,;,;.p;,.- 0bv1ous1y it is not. The point needs to be made ,very clearly,,
I however, that human rlghts refer to the rights of individuals-

L 'and not to what society can or wants to deliver to: the.
DRI 1nd1V1dua1 When it is said that. soc1ety has 1nsuff1c1ent
t- . ..economic capablllty, what is really being said is that the
f-soc1ety is not presently organlzed and/ozr. performlng in:a- .
way. to allow fulfillment of rlghts., This is not,. however,- o
'a statement about the’ capa01ty to do 'So under other forms:.
~ of organlzatlon. It most certalnly is not a statement’ aBout .
the existence of:human rlghts.- The existence of. human rlghts ‘
e is’ 1ndependent from ‘the form of social organlzatlon thelr
,'r”h";‘- ~fulfillment, on th other hand, is obv1ously condltloned
PR by the soc1a1 con ext.. : ‘ :

NF

C in order to adequately complete thlS d1scuss1on.of the
o issue of . capablllty, ‘the related questlon of’ duty*must also - -
‘be addressed. Cranston asserts that;all rights entail dutles.~'l"
_ - .The universal right to life- 1mposes¢th1s duty on -‘everyore, - * '
) to respect life, to refrain from endangering life.: :The - .
s ~econemic and social: rlghtsf on the other hand,. "1mpose NO=E v
©.such universal duty“~ Cranston makes ' this. error,nln part, .
because he views such rlghts as "the rights.to be given . '
thlngs" ' Therefore, he can properly ask,'“who is. ca11ed o
_ upon to do the glVlng"'> 57_ . _ C . .rw-ﬁﬂa*

LR

ThlS problem 1arge1y d1sappears when ‘we 1nstead v1ew T
human rights as the right:to the fulfillment of innate .:,':
' needs. . This- is not an assertion that. society .should fu1f111
‘them, but. that the individual be allowed to. fulfill needs.
_In the prev1ous d1scuss1on of food it-was seen- that the - o
‘basic right:is not to ‘a "thing", or to be. given a‘thing, = - .
~’but to ‘the right to fulfill the ohys1olog1ca1 needs., Whose
duty does this" entall? .Everyone's. It is everyone' s duty .

o : ‘to respect this’ rlght, not to ‘infringe on this. right. R

Coa ;g-'"Vuﬂ If the individual®is unable ‘to gratlfy the need, ' then 1t .-5.. Rl
AR - must be concluded that soc1ety itself is frustratrng T LT
the exerclse of thlS rlght. Slnce soc1ety is frustratlng‘the

SN




r1ght then g soc1eta1 duty *is engendered to pLUVlde for 1ts
- satisfaction.' Given the relevance of international factoxe
- to the productlon and consumptlon of foodstuffs, a stronq case
- ~ ' can he made: that this duty extends to the people of the
//1‘ R .gdeveloped world 1n relatlon to the hungry of the world 69
¥

-4

\
~In- the ssame: - fashlon, the- safety needs create the rlght
- of the 1nd1V1dua1 to safety and not d1rect1y a right to ...
_ ST _protection.  The .corresponding duty again belongs to everyone.'
oD L IE everyone properly dlscharged their duties, .there- would g
I »]be no need for protection. ' Since this is not the case,
- .institutions . are created and glven the duty ‘to. prov1de
“protection of the ‘sdafety rights. . Even in a country as .
wealthy as the United States, though, the protectlon is .
_1ncomp1ete., Clearly economic capab111ty is a -~ relevant ]'fs’
factor. It is relevant to the ability to perform the duty, " :
- however, and. not the existence of the;right.. The inability’ .
for economic. sons70 yto provide protection means a. duty
“has not been f1c1ently dlscharged. it does not d1m1n1sh
or. negate the ex1stence of a r1ght to safety.5 : ;1f .

“'_ L e g

e

s s Slmllar pr1nc1p1es hold W1th the h1gher rlghts. Because
co . a country is at-a. level of development where v1rtua11y all -

o R countries’ dlsdrlmlnate aga1nst minorities or women or .

w7 restrict access to information does not mean that these =

R 3 ... . ..are: not human rights which are be1ng violated. * Perhaps-it

. sl will be another genération, or even several, before these

e e rights are: W1de1y realized in ‘such. a ‘country. That does:.

: '~. , not negate the ex1stence of the needs upon . wh1ch these rlghts ;

~.¢"“Qr:,are based. ;-,-. : _ . - _ v '

_ On the other hand, 1t is. qulte pos31b1e that for many
L _1nd1v1dua&i in such-a country these rights -aré not part1cu1ar1y.
- relevant. .They perhaps are’ motlvated instead by a. concern .. -
."for food and safety. As these’ 1ower needs/rlghts are met,
.- however, the ‘higher needs will. become preponderant, they .
owill become salient-and- 1mportant. The meet1ng of- the 10Wer
" ‘needs means, most- likely, that there has’ been. an increase:’
o _ in economlc capab111ty.‘ Accordlngly, there ‘is also-an
L e 5-'1ncreased capaclty to meet further econom1c ‘needs, such: RS
" 1. as. economic-security. '.Duties ‘which we;s preV1ous1y over--ﬁ
’looked caﬁ 1ncrea51ng1y be d1scharged e :
$ -
‘ Thls ls to suggest that a h1erarchy of " human r1ghts
. -entalls&a corresponding hlerarchy of dutles. Lad1v1dua11y

-‘ .
ot




s-ijdutles .conflict (logically or practically), we. have- a
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we have the duty to’ respect the 1ights of others. Where

duty to honor the preponderant right (that is; the. ‘lowest
‘unfulfilled rlght), of the individual or between‘1nd1V1duals,
This means that a human rights movement 1nternatlonally T
‘would want: to. concentrate -its energies on freeing all people

H;;from ‘murder, severe. malnutrltlon, and ‘torture. ‘Within . . 1“ﬂ

any nation, first priority should be given to the preponderant:
at

.. .rights of’ those with the lowest unmet needs, At the same

- time, there: are many. opportunities for expos1ng and remov;ng
. the barriers to fulfilling everyone's preponder%uu:needs.;'.,
‘There is no,one better to quote than Chrlstlan Bay when he

f'“,' The opportunlty to llve ‘a natural ife span 1s the
: most fundameéntal of all freedoms; - the flrst ’
. priority goal for which pollthal tltutlons -
..~ . - exist, according to my view, is to maximize -",f_‘ .
Pl freedom for all, with priority. fgr those who ' [

_ at a given t1me are least free.

R

’
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- o

T 8Franc:.szek Przetacznll' . The oOClallSt Concept of Protectlon'.:
LS C of Human ?1ghts," Soc1a1 Research 38 2 (Summerr 1971), p. 350._ S

Szabo, oo. clt.,fp} 40

10Przetacynlh, _R c1t,, p.,3500u;_;.1f5?§§3;12




L . 11Ny thlnklng along thls llne was provoked some t1me ago byui -
;- €hristian Bay's suggestion that. human rlghts could become natural:
- rights "to the. ‘extent that the behavioral sciences ‘can demonstrate

that each right corresponds- to a ‘universal human need -~ 'a. need

- actUally or potentlally rooted in all human- befngs everywhere i

H‘The Structure of Freedom (New York° Atheneumg 1965), P 372

it 5 12Joel Felnberg, uoc1al Phllosophy (Englewood CllffS°‘
"_Prent1ce~Hall, Inc., 1973),y p. 89, THere he’is ‘draving on
. .Gregory Vlastos'-essay on “Justice and’ Eguallty“'ln Richard B. -
. ‘Brandt; ed.; Social .Justice: (Englewood ClJ.ffs° Prentlce—nall -
. ‘Inca, 1962) ¢ pp- 43—50,..._, | o

T 13Felnbergr op. . c1t., pP- 90 93. From thls polnt, it seems : -
cTw -to me, his~ argument deterlorates.“ First; he reduces: the Yreal .'
;;Fp*a:_‘_p01nt of the maxim that’ all men"are equal down to. the .fact that
S "alkl men equally have a. p01nt ofview. of- ‘theix. own. " - Secondly, _
R he later dinfers that this attitude. is 1ndependent of any- shared ‘ﬁj;h:
h 'f;‘gualltzes, whlch contradlcts the passage quoted above. _i; T

\
o 4Ib1d°, p° 94.. State or consc1ousnesé would probably be

.E;,ﬂhfffa better term than att1tude.-.-“ - 3‘ L : -
"ﬁﬂ;&ﬂ,gf$v 5Abraham H. Maslow, The Psychology of 301enceo1:§;;u]:f .
' *;;Reconnalssance (Harper & Row- 1966), p° 116°; ;,p R

,téﬁﬁffﬁ";ffllblsA fréquent - cr1t1c1°n of actuallvatlon models such as- Maslow“s

.. -.is -that. mWany harmful, negative, and evil traits.are.also part: of
“» .. thé human potentlal;»‘ﬂaslow does: not. 1gnore ‘these potentlals, : _.J@ﬁ
.+ rather he argues that.they are: 1argely the- resurt of need errlvam L

f;ftlon.; While the process of: development opéens -a person £6 “one’s - ~}:,

;j,ﬁpotentlal, ‘in,a ‘senfe. it alsoilimits it. » What are- 1ncreas1ngly S

'a,.excluded in- the growth process: are the- unhealthy - potentlaﬁs because

},Tthere is no-. longer ‘any. motivation for thein. Some. people’.are . more

' " capable of ‘being: Napqleonlc,,for -example: than" are otHers. It iset

'“funllkely ‘that  the person with :a-'sénse of esteem grounded on a real

~and realistic¢.sense ‘of ‘oneself" and one's own natural.powers. would

~£;jpossess this . tendency ‘£o : the” extent that -another person would:

- .'whose development had “been’ crrppled by* forces leav1ng ithe. person o

;»“w1th a lack of self-respect and. self«knowledge ‘and - at thefmercy ‘j

-7 of the superf;c1alf udgements of others._, ' .

- &}- 17Maslow ;ﬁoward' Ps cholo of e1ng (2nd ed,, New -ork
D Van Noatrand-Coa, l§68$, P IG7°, Plsewhere Haslow asserts,.. o
"'=“A damaged ordapism isn’t satisfied” Just to she’ what* it* ns,_merely
' danaged. It strives,’ ‘presses’, . “and pushesi it fights™ and Struggles?.“*
o with itself in order to' make’ 1tself .into a unity’ agaln’ ~;The L
Farther Reaches of human(Nature (New York°" V1k1ng Press, l97l),.hg:
.. ,__Jd¢ s ll9°;v.“: ST o C R ”, Lo
AR LR Toward, _E. c1t., p. 84, Zwﬁﬂ-.'-.' S CLe ey

P f R T
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SR “;' ‘ rllarly, Vlastos asserts that “the equallty of human worth
+. . e vould be justification, or grounds, of _equal hfiman rights.” For
- h1§ supportlng argument ‘see “Justlce and “quality”, ;B.‘CIto,

pp. 50-52. - _ o _ ——7

%

ORISR CEe 2oror a review of thefmajgé;cgnceotuallZatlons‘of human needs'¢
S see Charles Brockett, Human Needs and Political::Development = .- R

}g,- (unpublished Ph:D. dissertation, Un1vers1ty of North Carollna,‘ .

’ Chapel Hlll 1974), pp. 140~ 191.‘m A o _ '
N | N‘zlnotlvatlon and Personallty (2nd edg.F New York° Harper & Row,
ﬁc L Publ.; 1970) , pp. 19-29.  Anyone desiring further 1nslght into
L ‘ Maslow s‘worP should begln w1th ‘this book.:‘ R T
, ,22 7 e

.o ‘He presents-nuch nore ev1dence, esoeclally hls studles of .
sel£~actuallzlng neople which .indicates that their developnent is’

- . "unequivocally" based on thé gratification of.‘lower needs. Pp.

.+ . '88~95, In her summary of the relevant literature, Jeanne M. .
Knutson. finds no behavioral .studies “the results of which contra= -
' dict .any of lMaslow's theses on" ‘the, motlvatlon levels of.the human

'Csfn‘ ‘personality.” . Huilan Basis of -the POlle (ChJ.cago° Aldlne-Atherton-f
T “Inc., 1972), p. 105. For: parallel f1nd1ngs see  Salvatore R. lMaddi,
~ . Personality Theories: A Comparative Afialysis (Homewood : The Dorsey

i,-' Press, 1968} and Charles: Hampdeﬁ-Turner, ‘Radical Man- (Garden Clty,

' Doubleday & CO. ;- 1971), pp. 13C-133.  On The other hand, the .. "

, crltlclsm of Maslow'’s work which I am aware of seem.to me to be, L

. on the whole, in. errOr, non-substantlve, or: objectlons sufrrclently
- clarified in later: works. ‘See, for example Kai Mielsen;, fOn, . . . “:

s N Taking Human Nature as-the. Basis for Morallty," ‘Social . Research, 4’
o : 29 .(Summer, 1962)., pp., 170~174. The- primary exception 1is Brewster . -
Ca Smlth, “Oon ..aelf-Actuallzat:Lon° A Transamblvalent Examination of a -

- . Focal Thene imn ﬂaslow S Psychology, Journal gf Humanlstlc S S
Psxcbologz 13, 2 (Sprlng, 1973), pp,.I7~33. S T Coee

» ::-:* : '*'.' 23The attempt to summarize oreates the danger of render1ng a
: r1ch, ‘dynamic, ‘and insightful lifework into a simplistic,

vmechanistic, and even trite:few pages. “ Such’ dlstortlons, 1t-1s‘,f _
_ hoped, w1ll be held to a mlnrmum.u;_ﬂw@&: T TR :
coh 24 Robert Stauffer, ”ThecBlopolltlcs of. Underdevelopment L -

Conparatlve Polltlcal Stud1es, 2 (October, 1059)F pp. 353‘377, SR

' ,25Mot1vatlon, _E c1t., pp. 39 43 fff. f}'f“h- -'f;. [_;fff.ﬁ?”

e
P : ‘QGJ. C. Dav1es, Human Nature 1n Polltlcs (New York Wlley,
-ﬁuﬂuf;w“ 1963), Pp.. 9-10.  ‘He thé¥efore. chooses_to delete’ saféty from the =~ -
E . ‘need h1eranchy. ‘Bay’ agrees as.to the 1nstrumental nature of . (p
‘yx.;« “security, butwgevertheless prefersw#o retaln it as an equal part
_ ﬁ. o of the: hierarchy. - "Needs, Hants aﬁd Polltlcal Legltlmacysf T
Canadlan Journal of Polltlcal Sclence, I (September, 1968), p 249.:,

e 27By frame of reference is meant a- context by Whlch ne can
{]f“ﬁ', uﬁderstand -and deal. w1th the world. ., For. moge complete discussion .
R ' ' 'see Erich Fromm, The’ Sane Soclety (Greenw1ch Pavcett Publ., Inc.,
- 1955),. pp...64=66, : 172+175, * For a more -thorough discussion of )
" Haslow's safety needs see Brockett; "Toward a Clarification of
~ 'w-*;~ ' the "Need Hierarchy Theoxry:. Some Extensions of Maslow's Concep~ . '
Q .. ¢ tualizatlon,’ Interpersonal velopment, 6 (1975/1975), PP 80 82.




‘ R ":-27-
28Motlvatlon _g clt., pp. 43- A
. 291b1d., PP 183-203. |

.o 30

Ibid., pp; 45- 46 L o -
',v'3;Ib1d.f:3p., 3—54 ,f;715.";“" 'ffr o REES SR
i Farther Reac-es _E c1t., p. 285 - P

IS

) ' 31"or a rore complete dlscuss1on of these p01nts see Brockett,
,”Toward a Clarlflcatlon,“ .l%° c1t.; pp. 82— 85 ‘

S .,34Mot1vatlon, _B c1t., p. 46.1 o R T

- L "35 o T [ :

» N . v. ‘u - Ibldo . pu 46 o ,I . .. ‘. S . ‘\ ’.,' -' ‘ .‘ . - ‘._ - . > .

AURERETRN 3GIb1d,, PP- 134-135. j;~ﬂ~-_,. | ai*'.~ 'fﬁl*liiinl;:fif;:‘

ff_i R 37The dlstlnctlon between the two is somewhat clouded however,

S because the major characteristics of the -self-actudlized person are
ﬁﬁg&“ - .:also those of aAggljzactuallz1ng experience (Maslow"s famous "peak - -
o .-experience®) ; it is-possible for the non-self-actualized, CT

partlcﬁlarly ‘those who have ‘gratified the lower needs, to have
. these experlences. Thé. recognition of’ ‘these ‘distinctions led
’ Maslow in-one of his later articles'to redéfine self—actuallzatlon
e "as an.experience rathér than as a personallty type.“' Toward, - -
R _E c1t., p. 27. - .1 Lo . T

S o 38Farther Reaches, gp. ca.t,.7 pp.ﬁTG .lQ57108,7l3S,iand Toward,7ff
T Upp. 74296y IR SRS o s

.

. . .o . \) . o .
39I‘or example, a frame of reference can. be adequate for san1ty
regardless of its validity, since illusions .can be functlonal. -
Such 1llu51ons, however, ‘can 1nh1b1t fulther growth

S 40"hat 1s, the attempt to sp c1fy preponderant needs should be ‘
Cee verlflable empirically.  Marvin Schiller. makes -a sxmllar suggestlon s
- . that "we. should think of natural rights- as being more or less'.. t
'.allenable in-terms of: dlscernlng nreference.”--“Are There Any - s
Inalienable Rights?%, Bthics 79, 4. (July, 1969), p. 314.  He refers .
_.to,preferences, however, and: not to underlylng motlvatlon (whlch '
”l may differ from stated preferences) et e L :

4lr'or a dlscusSJ.on of the dJ.ff:Lculty of speclfyn.ng the requ1re-" -

ments of -aiy” adequate dlet, 'see Linda- Haver %rg, fIndividual- Needs:-

. Nutrltlonal ‘Gaidelines for Policy?™ in Péter G. Brown'and Henry '~.-

e uhue,'eds., Food.Polic The Reésponsibility. of the United States - a,[:
' ]" -in’ ‘the Life and Death C 01ces (Neghmork: The F. Free Press, 1977) .,

I pPp. 212-233;" For related discussion eeé:.the essays in the same
‘volume by :John Osgood Field“and Mitchel B. Wallerstein, Michael :
F. wnrewer, ‘and Norge W. Jerome. Also see Alan Berg, - The Nutrltlonal
Faétor (Washlngton, Duq., The Brooklngs Instltutlon, l973) SRS

: A Such dlstlnctlons may seem overly f1ne on paper.. In a worlt _
‘ of acute need and limited resouxces, the d1fferences are. cr1t1cal.,, -
SO The d1fferent1at10n of: priorities among rights as- speclflcally
o ,t'“' as possible is therefore of pa§amount :mportance° e e

..
EK T '.v C s . " " lri- ‘-' B e P ol e e l S '.'°.'.7 [
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;"abortlon and. euthanas1a,>'

-28- s o _ . _‘v»

431 choose to . 1gnore the questlons of canltal punlshment,_f

(44,

There are obv1ous moral‘dlstlnctlons to bé drawn between5

:the torturer and the. driver of ‘the car. ‘These d1st1nctlons are-5

separate, however, from the individual's safety r1ghts. .On the -

. other hand,  there are qualltat1V° distlnctlons between suffering
' brutal torture .and a minor traffic injury,. Just as there are with

the physlologlcal rights. -Related to these distinctions is.the

' questior -of the dutie# which correspond to these rlghts., They
'.w1ll be dlscusaed below.4v” ‘ : A

Ce e

45Along Wlth the r1ght to economic securlty, bas1c health S

‘f.care raises the central problem of -the relatlonshln\between ! ‘
 indivi@ual r1ghts and ‘the capacity of society to provide for
;those rights. - Th1s 1ssue w1ll also be addressed below... T

46IIotJ.vatJ.on, QE 01t., p. 41 The - ab111ty to tolerate chaosq

’_Hchange, disorder and so on. 1ncreases, generallyp w1th the ful—v'

flllment of thls need

'é7See Bay s dlscuss10n of securlty as- “the relat1ve absence

<:of fear”. Fear is in turn. defined as "a state of apprehen51on or-
 uneasiness in response to.a reallstlcally percelved, spec1f1C;
'danger." Structure, _B.;c1t., pp. 67-75.=-~ o .

48Recall that these are emp1r1cally based dlstlnctlons.'-

Higher means more complete ‘gratification of the need and greater e
ufacllltatlon of meetlng hlgher needs._ . . o

- 49 L

It is. as the p01nt between: these two " levels that I

ijhypotheslze that a more complete gratlflcatlon .0of the phy51olog1cal»‘
. vand safety. needs becomes necessary. ' -_ _ I ‘rr; :

50Roger J. ﬂllllams,'"The Blologlcal Anproach to the Study of

- "?Personallty, -in Theodbre Millon, ed.; Approaches to Personallty
'4;§(New York Pltman Pub Co., lBGB), P 18 22 R

51Am1tai Et216n1 makes a- s1m11ar argument in The Actlve ff;”f

1iﬂ'Soc1ety (New YorL The Free Press, 1968), P. 625." R

52ThJ.s 1s s1mllar to Part s one natural r1ght,l"the r1ght to -

forbearance on the part of all: others from the use of coercion or ﬁu;‘
.+ restraint against h1m save ‘to hlnder coerclon or restra1nt."_ S
_ _ggg c1t., P 175 . - , T R

53For relevant background see, among many others, James C

!Coleman, Abnormal Psychology and Modern Life “(Glenview: .Scott, -
... Foresman & Co., 1954), ‘HMarvin K. Opler, ed., Culture. and. Mental

Health: Cross-Cultural Studies (New York ~Macmillan Co., 1959), . =

'ﬂ;Stanley C. Plog and.Robert:B. Edgerton, eds.,Changlng Perspectives: ..
_+in Hental Illness (New York:. Holt, Rinehart:s Winston, Inc., 1969),\¢;
- Neil 3. Smelser and. William, T, Smelser, ‘eds., Personality-and ‘
. ‘Social. System (New Yorks: Holt, Rinehart & ‘Winston, Inc., l——O),
~ -Micholas N. thtrle, The Right Po Be Different: ‘Deviance and En=-.
~ Forced. Therapy (Baltimore? . Johns. | Hopklns Press, 1971), Seymour L.

. ' Halleck, H.D., The Politics of .Ther;
-'.Inc., 1971), R.- D. Lalng, The Pol.

(New.York: Science House,: S
1cs of Experience (New York,




Ballantlne Books, Incw, l967¢7—5etty~Frledan+__he_2§m;nlne

ERENEN

. liystd ‘ tae - (Jev York: Dell Pub..:Co., INC.:. 1963), Kate: Millett,

r. Sexual Politics (ew York: Avon ‘Books, 1970) , Warren. Parrell, o
'The Liberated lMan (ew York"-Random House, - 1975), and 7
Rogow,_"Psychlatry and. Political Science:. Some Reflectd
» Prospécts;” .in Seymour hartln’Llpset, ed., Politics and
Sclences (New York: Oxford Un1vers1ty Press£ 1967) -

54Bay, Structure, ;E Clto, p° 93.-h

e

S 55 O TR _
O Ibldo, p° 325 i Hig olseusslon ‘here ‘is excellent° " See

S . PP 313--367° As Van Dyke notes, the. " freedom Of- the press".ls
. actually derived from the more basic "freedom of. 1nformatlon and
the alleged rlght to know,.b Oo,_clt,, p, 13'- ‘=/‘ o

. m
o

o .. 86 P -
S -,"' 161 Erich Fromm, The Heart of Han (New York Harper & Row, 1964)ﬁ.~
v 7Cranston, op. c1t,, pn° 65-71. " His- attack is Slmpllfled by
- focus1ng ‘on the v1rtually ‘endless list of soclo-economlc .rights..

U . cited: in United Nations®, declaratlons° He 1gnoresp for example,l _
T economlc subs15tence°;_ S . _ o N ' N\
',vfj"'“f* 58Terry Nardln, "Internatlonal Justlce and Human nghts, .

IR - (paper pfesented at the. annual neeting of the International. Studies:.
e Assoclatlon, Uashlngton, D C,, February ?2 25, 1978)7 P° 18° o ;
e T 59Cranston, op- clta, p.. 0. B ':.3';*- . | - |
B “’.v'fGOClaude,._E, clt?, p° 34,,_.j

'f61Cranston, _B° clt,, 'p. 66.

BT ~.62Nardln, _B c1t., p. 18,_. ﬂ:*“: 'j.J ,f;”'f'ii-
\-63For an excellent discuss10n that parallels much of° th1s
sectlon 'see Henry Shue,h"Foundatlon for a’ Balanced U. S,vPollcy on -
- Human ‘Rights: The SLgnlficance of Suhflstence Rights,' -(worklng
‘paper bf the Center for Philosophy At Public-Policy, Unlverslty
of Maryland, November 14y 1977),. P :?f'3—185' Also Charles R,'mw .
o _Beitz's ‘paper’ from the same: serles@%
“v.- . pelicys The Problem: of Prlorltles
phllosophlcal reason to weigh per;_”'

e 64'l‘here is.. also the except £ those who lack the ablllty to’
R take ‘care-of themselves,“ In suc %pases the flrst rlght, ‘the rlght
PR to llfe, imposes' a soc1etal oh&i *tlon,‘ e o
65The same argument also app,fes to the parallel dlstlnctlon '
R “drawn between procedural . ‘ahd sub fantive rights such as. in-Wardin's-
IR dlscusslon, ‘following Oakeshot”' dlstlnctlons, ‘of c1v11 versus
enterprlse assoclatlonso\

66D D° Raphael’s crlth.
example of the problems. creat

; . economic rlghts, as: Raphael
. the lndLV1dua1 “with somethi
- 'self. f‘ uch rlghts are cle--

fcécgcton s pOSltlon 1s a good
eptua1121ng the "socio-.

as "an obligation to. prov1de
Whichlhe'could ‘not’ achieve by h1m~ _
ondltloned by economlc capablllty,_

e




P SR

e Furthermore, Raphael 1s lead to the need to dlfferentlate between
_hyrman ridhts in the stronqer" and "weaker" senses. .- By the time

he" concludes, socio-economic rights have been" demoted to secondary
~status. . "Human Rights, 01ld and New®. in D.Ds ‘Raphael, ed., . . :
-Political Thgpry and the Rights of Man-~ (London Macnlllan,,1967), :
Pp. 61-67. As a result, CranstoﬁTs response in the ‘same volume .

. f~.=~. .is most effective. _Human 1ghts- A Reply to Professor Raohael “ f:*_
S Pp,_95-100 - R : . . .
6 Cranston, Uhat Are Human nghts ’ on° c1t., pn° 68~o9. .
| ' 68For a&S1mllaﬁ answer Seé, Joel Fe1nberg,3”The Nature and

» Value of‘nghts," Journal- of Value Inqulry, 4 (Winter, 1970), D 256,“f
T "As he': notes; this duty can be elscharged 51mply by mlndlng my own -
. *-'.GL bus1ness."f _ ; R S | S L _—

N 69On this polnt see Brown and Shue,fgg; c1t., especlally'the,,
artlcles by Peter Singer,. Thomas Nagel; Peter "G, BrQWn, Samuel
. .° .Gorowitz, and V1ctor Ferklss.' Also see: Shue s analysls of

‘. ~"sub 1stence dut1es ¥ lB° c1t.,,pp. 20~ 25 Lo -

7oConstra1nts, of course, are not always econom.co Others are_
‘more relevant in cases such as 1nstitutlona11zed torture or W1fe
' beatlnc,_" : _ _ ,

S 71Obv:.ously I also dlsa ree w1th Cranston s assertlon that a .
Co rlght is only a rzght if 1t 1s clalmed as a- rlght. .What- Are.Human_--
nghts, ap. clt., po 81. L Lot T

PR
““\.;
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e K 72The rlght to’ bas1c health care is more complex, but ¢an. be .
j_f:”adequately established within this. frameworh. Minimal health care, .
”f especially-pre~ and post=natal’ care,’ is so basic to surviving early - -
-childhood, 'and surviving on .a sound footlng, ‘that it should be in-"- .~
".cluded. among  the most basic safety needs. - The infant obviously = .
‘does not;possess the ability to ,provide for its own health needs; . -
it is denendent upon others. Loglcally, I think, it is a duty: owedq :
by all able adults to all children. In other cases, basic health'
j“* care can .best ‘be'lunderstood as part of the equallty rlghts. It is -
"°¢_ part of the equal opportunity to develop oné's potential ‘since poor"
“health.is often such a poverful barrier. ' On “the othetr ‘hand, basic
"health care’ for all could be understood as one of the last safety '
- needs, .that is, the: protectlon ‘against the effects of ill health.-.
Given the: hierarchical nature of each .set.of needs; however, it .
_seems that the last’ of the isafety needs’ would corregpond, motiva- . -~
/tionally, to the lowest lBvel. of the equallty needs. - Health care,-F}I
then, could be. conceptuallzed ‘either way. It makes: most. sense to- S
.me .to .understand .it..as :part of. the: equallty rights-because,- moxre- - ;oo
than any of ‘the other rights;, it. seems to be most: closely related . .. .
: : "to "economig; capablllty and because it so: clearly raises the ' - _
,/, R questlon of the equlty of the dlstrlbutlon of cr1t1cal resources..J'
o Sl L S -
73Bay, _R c1t., p. xx111. Jﬂﬁ}“:j‘f._ T _,,._fl__:-T.'*,'
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